F055594

F055594

F054401

F055228

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re X.D., a Minor

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

In re X.D., a Minor
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Jacome
The judgment is affirmed. Levy, J.

We concur: Wiseman, Acting P.J.; Dawson, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Baby Boy M., a Minor

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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F055228

F056051

F053355

F056671

F054253

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

In re Baby Boy M., a Minor
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

Inre L.E. et al., Minors
No brief or request for extension of time has been filed within the
time provided. Accordingly we dismiss the above entitled appeal.

People v. Adams
The judgment is affirmed with modifications. Ardaiz, P.J.

We concur: Gomes, J.; Kane, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PARTIAL PUBLICATION]

County of Kern v. Aldaco et al.,

Appellant having failed to perform the acts necessary to procure
the record after the clerk of the trial court issued notice pursuant to the
provisions of rule 8.140, California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

In re D.M., a Minor

The juvenile court's disposition order of September 4, 2007, line
6(b), is hereby amended to state the gang enhancement was found true
pursuant to Penal Code section 186.22, subdivision (b)(1)(A). In all
other respects, the judgment is affirmed. Levy, Acting P.J.

We concur: Dawson, J.; Hill, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

Tuesday, December 30, 2008

Page 2 of 3



F053982

F056325

F053649

IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People V. Evaro

The order of disqualification is modified to disqualify only
DeHaan, Allen, and any other attorney in the district attorney's office
who reviewed or was otherwise exposed to DeHaan's reports, theories
or work on this case. As so modified, the order is affirmed. On
remand, the trial court is directed to make all appropriate orders to
ensure that DeHaan's reports and other work are not used in the
prosecution of the case against defendant and that the new prosecutor
or prosecutors and others involved in the prosecution of the case in the
future do not communicate with DeHaan, Allen or any other
disqualified attorney about this case. Hill, J.

We concur: Wiseman, Acting P.J.; Dawson, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
Sensient Technologies Corp. et al., v. WCAB et al.,

The petition for writ of review is denied. This opinion is final
forthwith.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Confectioner

The judgment is affirmed. Hill, J.

We concur: Levy, Acting P.J.; Dawson, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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